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October 16,2003 

Commbmoner Kathleen Q. A b m t h y  
Federal Communicatio~ Comminmon 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Wanhhgton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen A b m t h y ,  

I m Writing to voice my oppontion to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcart fit@ technolow for di@ televirion . A8 a con#umer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that much a policy would be bad for hovation, conwmer d@, nnd the ultimate adaptian of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for conaumer e lecbdco  murt be rooted in mnnufadmed ability to innovate for thdi ourtomar. Allowing 

create. Tkb will r e d t  in productr that don? n e c e r r d y  reflect what conwmm like me nc td ly  wnnt, nnd it could redt in me being 
charged more money for inferior functiondity. 

movie studios to veto feature8 of DTV-reception eqipment u d  enable the rtudior to tall t d u d o p b  ’ whptnewprodllct# they con 

If the FCC issues B broadcart flng mandate, I would nctunlly be lerr M y  to r n h  w investment in DTV-capable receivar nnd otha 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my ights at the behert of Hdywood. Plenre do not mnndnte broadcnat flng 
technology for digital tel&on Thant you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Jameo Veitch 
5940 Arapaho 
#215 
DELUW, TX 75248 
USA 
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October 16n 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology tar dlgltol televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tar Innavrtlan, EonSUmer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competttlve market for consumer electranlcs must be rooted In manufaeturen' rblllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers, Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the audlos to tell technologlsh 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrbr functbnallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvbn 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more fer devlees that llmk my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgthl televlslon Thank you tar your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Klp Manley 

PoRland, OR 97215 
1619 SE 48 

USA 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new higbresolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier lV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Sarah Corey 
120 N. 14th Ave 
Canton, I L  61520 



Joseph sanders 
4 4 5 5 2 O O t h k N E  
Wyoming, MN 55092 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent m fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer pmts. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

I currently have a tc-tuner card in my PC and enjoy watching/recording programs that I can then share 
replays of with the rest of my family. Please do not allow such entertaining activities to become unavailable as 
the country moves to digital broadcasting. 

Thank You 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Sanders 

1 



Thursday, October 16 2003 

4@!@. I Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 

fi - 
VIA FACWILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, .,... 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Zachary 3.  Baiel 
1401 Washington St. Apt A. 
Lafayette, IN 47905 

i 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transitton relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

KhaiMar Music Management 
11 9-C Lakeside Blvd 
Hopatcong, NJ 07843 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are mare expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ben Rogers 
171 west 79th s t  
New York, NY 10024 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hlgh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Todd Moses 
7002 South 12th St .  
Tacoma, WA 98465 



Jordan Wagner 
1307 Glenshire St. 
Salina, KS 67401 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer ad wnsunier of electronics and computer produ~cts, I urge the Federal 
Comniunications Coiimlission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy mlog  broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-rmm and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot fieely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open stantiards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not nuke the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what con~elling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jordan Wagner 

I 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competttlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsta 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Steven Kohler 
21450 Frazer Ave 
Southfleld, MI 48075 
USA 
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October 16,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Michael C o p s ,  

I ani writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcaat flag'' technology for digital television. Ap a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righta, and the ultimate adoption of DTV I 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customera. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the ~ t u d i o ~  to tell technologiuts what new producte they can 
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conuumerm like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveetment in DTV-capable receivers end other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
techology for digital television Thmk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Franz Funk 
96 S Thkd 
Campbell, CA 95008 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad far Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltke market for consumer electranlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor functlonallty. 

It seems Inexcusable to me that a government agency would even conslder worklng wkh a monollthlc Industry such as the 
entertalnment Industry, to overrlde the rlghts our Constitutlon give us with technology. Falr Use rlghts matter to me and to 
many others The FCC should be protectlng the Constitutlon not selllng It to the hlghest bldder 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlees that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Dennls Kelley 
330 Pearl St 
#3A 
New York, NY 10038 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlehael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption of DTV 

A robust, competlthte market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturera' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumera llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvera 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Albert John Wrlght 
7344 Toxaway Drive 
Knowllle, TN 37909 
USA 



Ron Lee 
5392 Old Dairy Court 
Bonita, CA 91902 

Commissioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regidation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fi-om watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict niy 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-to-room and place-m-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot fkeely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ron Lee 

1 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electranlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Allen Small 
65 Goodrlch Road 
PO Box 282 
Blngham, ME 04920 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

k robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Alejandro Sedeno 
801 Somerville Ave X 2 
Somerville, MA 0 2 1 4 3  
USA 
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October 16,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washhgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I mn writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. AB a c o m e r  
mid citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

.4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufdurem' ability to innovate for their cuetomera Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create Thiu will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what c o m e r s  Eke me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an &vestment in DW-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleaae do not mandate broadcaat flag 
technology for digital television Thant you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

William Murdock 
42 1 W 8th Ave 
Columbus, OH 43201 
us4 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Jarnot 
10 Black Beech Ln 
Scituate, MA 02066 
USA 
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October 16,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washhigton, D C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I nm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righb, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for comumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturere' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell te~hn010giPt~ what new products they can 
create This will result ki products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could rewult in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivere and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital televi-ision Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Richard NOland 
5320 San Mateo Blvd NE 
iiDSO 
.ubuquerque, NM 87109 
us4 



To Page 1 of 1 7.22 04 AM, 10/16/03 5413023099 - 

October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers Ilks me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Peter Schay 
2 Marks Rd 
Rlverslde, CT 06878 
USA 
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October 16,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
442 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I Btn writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcaat flag technology for &@tal television. ps a consumer 
arid citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of D’TV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers AUoWifig 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolo@ what new products they can 
create. ma, will result in products that don’t necessarily reflect what c o n m e r s  lite me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hctionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devkes that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleaoe do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television ?hant you for your time 

Sincerely, 

David Breyer 
4415 Redmont Ave 
Cinchmati, OH 45236 
USA 



Eric Hensal 
308 Mississippi Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 

Conmlissioner Michael -1. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmissioner Mchael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital 
Ix-oadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict niy 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my conqmter as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if conputers cannot fieely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience nmre enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Hensal 

1 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovabon, consumer 
tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment mll enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like m e  actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r i g h t s  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Suzanne Willis 
703 S 2nd St 
Dekalb, IL 60115 
LEA 
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October 15, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology ?or dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltkre market for con~umer electronlcs m u s t  be rooted In manutscturers' ablllty to Innovate ?or thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features a? DTV-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money ?or Inferior functlonallty. 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you ror your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Tara Wendel 
2836 Brattleboro Ave 
Des Molnes, IA 5031 I 
USA 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSlMl LE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resdution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier Tv 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Alden 5.  Crandall 
52 Trowbridge Circle 
Stoughton, MA 02072 


